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(Table 1) Average body Weight per chick(g)
Treatment
C T: T, Ts
Body Weigh ‘
Initial 281 3% 281 281 281
st Week |384(103)! 373(92)| 375(94)| 367(87)
and n# 494(110)|470( 97)1478(103)(468(101)
srd 618(124)[573(103)1602(124)1591.(123)
4th  » 755(137)1687(114)(739(137)[727(136)
5th  » 867(112)[801(114){856(117)(846(119)
6th » 975(108)]914(123)(972(116)|958(112)

¥ ( ) : Average body gain per Week,
(Table 2) Body Weight gain per Chick(g)

Il P I e s

Treatment
C T T, Ts
Ttems
wodalbody | og1 o1 281 | 281
Woingr Pody - os7 foue | o2 | 988
Total Weight
gain 694 633 691 677
ganyerage daily | 1659 15,07 16,45 16.12
Index of -
Weighy wain | 100 | 9L2| 9.6 97.6
(Table 3) Analysis of Variance
S.V D.F | 85 | M8 | F
Total 15 {10,551
Treatment 3 9,265 |3, 088. 33)27. 09
Replication 3 233.5! 84.5]0.74
Error 9 1,032.5 114,72
(F 0.5=3.86 F 0.01=6.99)



i_ Duncan’s multiple range test

(Table 5) Analysis of Variance

Treatment T | T | T | C S,V { D.F { S.S [ MS | F
Average Weight 636‘ 6771 6911 694 Total 164, 925 1
g Treat ment 159,725/53,241. 5 128.63
Replication } 1,525 508.3  1.23
(Table el A T1 TeFE CFel 1]sle] 44 Error 9 | 3725 413.9
7ol BAl o] ARt ol Addl o (F 0.05=3.86 F=0.01=6.99)
T AM 2 e A AR 55w '
thd fE2 TRl golx s Ao g Bol ALE Duncan’s Multiple range Test
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e T, ToFE 2710l% Falge] CFmy} 2 A
EA0] 3%y old] AT Ao zuol DES Feod oS o | 2,323, 11 2,495 ]2,558 2,575
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(Table 4) Feed intake per chick(g)

Treatment ’
C Tl Tg T3
Items
Total intake | 2,575 | 2,323 | 2,558 | 2,495
s e | 613 553 609 504
Index 100 | 90.2 99.3 96.9
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(Table 6) Rate of feed Conversion per chick

Treatment

’ C Tl Tg T3
Items
Total feed
intake(g)  |>976:0 2,327 12,557  12.495
Total Welg .
ht gain(g) 694 633 691 667
Rate of feed
Conversion 3.75 3.67 3.70 3.69
Index 100 98.9| 99.71 99.5




(Table 7) Analgsis of Variance

S.S \ M.S | F

SAY 1D.F] )

15 | 0.009102
3 | 0.0040566| 0.001352 | 2.54
3| 0.0004555 0.5551518| 0.3
9 | 0.0045905| 0. 0005101

Total
Treatment
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|
|
\

Error

(F 0.05=3.86 F 0.01==6.99)
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(Table 8) Average of Carcass
dressing P.(%)

Weight and

Treatment
C Ty Ty T,
Ttems
Average bod -
y Weight (g) 975 914 972 958
Average Carc - N
ass Weight(g) 600 551 640 620
Average dre
ssing p (%) 62.09] 63.52] 65.88 64.77
(Table 9) Analysis of Variance
S,V 1D,F‘ ss [ ms | F
Total 1 15| 8544 :
Treatment l 3| 7,428 | 2,476 | 25.01
Replication 3 225 751 0.76
Error ‘ 9 891 99 l
(F 0.05=3.86 F 0.01=6.99)
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Treatment 31 31.9556 | 10.66183} 19.2
Replication 3] 0.16145 0.05382 0.1
Error 9| 5.01335 0.55704

(Table 10) Analysis of Variance

(F 0.05=3.86 F0.01==6.99)

Duncan’s multiple range test

Treatment } C Ty I T, ] T,

Averge d"eSSir‘(%/I; t 62.09] 63. 521 64. 77‘ 65.89
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